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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 26-28 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
In claim 26, line 3, "writing" should read -wiring-. 

Claims 27 and 28 are grammatically awkward as neither forms a complete 
sentence, such as by using the word "wherein" as is done with claims 29 and 30. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 26, line 18, "to divide them into respective device areas" is unclear since 
the "cutting" is understood as "dividing them into individual chip packages", wherein the 
"areas" are already inherently "divided" before the cutting. 

In claim 26, line 21 , "the back surface" of the wiring substrate is not clearly "the 
side of the substrate opposite to which the chips are mounted" since "back" is a relative 
term without a clear positional reference to a corresponding "front". 
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In claim 27, "a back surface" of the chip is not clearly "the side of the chip that is 
opposite the main surface of claim 26". 

In claims 26 and 28, the limitation of "advancing... the blade.. .to push. ..the 
substrate... against the resin body" is not clearly limited to "cutting through the substrate 
first and then through the resin body, in order" since cutting the resin body first will 
inherently "push" the "substrate" against the "resin body" by Newton's law requiring an 
equal and opposite reaction force against any "push" of the "blade". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application 
published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United States was 
published under Article 21 (2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United 
States for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a). 

Claims 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Takashima et al. (U.S. Patent 6,166,433). 

Takashima et al. teach "block molding" (inherently "sealing") semiconductor chips 
and their wire bond connections on a polyimide wiring substrate as claimed, inherently 
meeting the "providing" and "mounting" limitations, and resulting in a semiconductor 
chip package as depicted in Fig. 22 (comparable to Applicant's Fig. 17b), and inherently 
anticipating the "connecting" steps of applicant's claims on a common substrate, 
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corresponding to Takashima et al.'s Fig. 29 depicting a block-molded-multi-chip- 
containing, but not-yet-cut, polyimide substrate. 

As seen from Takashima et al.'s Fig. 30, cutting blade 92 inherently performs 
"cutting" as claimed since the blade 92 inherently rotates and advances to "push the 
substrate against the resin block" (i.e. the blade cuts the tape first, then the resin block). 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to newly presented claims 26-30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

6. The objection to the title is withdrawn in view of applicant's amended title. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Evan T. Pert whose telephone number is 703-306-5689. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kamand Cuneo can be reached on 703-308-1233. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7722 
for regular communications and 703-308-7722 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 



ETP 

November 29, 2002 




EVAN PERT 



